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Dear M%ck:

Thank you for your letter dated December 4, 1996 regarding the implementation of
Title IIT of the Clean Air Act. The mission of the Federal air toxics program is to reduce the
risks to the public heaith and the eavironment attributable to emissions of hazardous air
pollutants. I believe California and EPA share the same goal of an air toxics program in
California that seamlessly blends Federal and State requirements. I know that my staff and
many California stakeholders have been working together on this issue on a variety of fronts,
including a CAPCOA-led working group here in California and an EPA-led national effort to
improve the existing regulations for approving State air toxics programs.

Most recently, on December 5, EPA Regional and Headquarters staff met with
California reguiatory agencies and industry groups to discuss specific concems related to this
issue. On December 6, EPA met with all of the California stakeholders (including
environmental groups and other concerned parties) to discuss the broader issues associated
with impiementation of Titie Ii of the Clean Air Act not only in California but across the.
nation.

As a result of these meetings, EPA and a set of interested stakeholders, including the
California Air Resource Board, committed to joint evaluations of specific issues in example
industries (beginning with the chrome plating and gasoline distribution sectors). These
evaluations should provide a better understanding of how the conceptual approach outlined in
the recommendations included in your letter would work in practice. As we engage in this
effort, some of the factors we will be focussing on are the level of public participation the
conceptual approach provides, the implementation timeliness which the approach provides,
and the substance of the compliance package (monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting). The
results of this work will also be instrumental in our national effort to revise the implementing
regulations for Section 112(]) of the Clean Air Act which governs approval of State programs.
We also believe that these discussions may be heipful in the short term for determining
approvability under the current Federal regulations for these specific exampie industries.

Printed on Recycled Paper



We look forward to and encourage your participation in the follow-up actions to the
December 5 and 6 meetings and to your continued input to the national reinvention effort. I
would be pleased to meet with any stakeholders in order to further development and
implementation of an air toxics program that makes sense for all Californians. Please give
me a call if you would like to further discuss this matter.

Yours,
(E/LL(M»
Felicia Marcus

Regional Administrator

ce: Michael P. Kenny, Executive Officer, California Air Resources Board
Mark Boese, President, California Air Pollution Control Officers Association



